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RESPONSE AND REMARKS 

Section 103(a) Rejections 

In the Office Action, Claims 1-10 and 15-21 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Nicholls, (U.S. Patent No. 5,485,369; " Nicholls ") in 
view of Kara, (U.S. Patent No. 6,233,568; " Kara ") and further in view of InterShipper 
(Newsbytes Article, Internet Update). Offifce Action , Topic No, 2, pgs. 2-4. 

Response Regarding Claim Rejections under 103(a) 

The Examiner's rejections of the Claims have been carefully considered. Claims 
1- 3, 8-10 and 15 have been amended to more distinctly claim the claimed invention. 

The Cited References Fail to Disclose Consideration of Botha Ship-From 
Postal Code and a Ship-From Shipping Location Type as Claimedbythe 
Claims of the Present Application. 

The Claims of the present application claim carrier-specific consideration of both 
a ship-from postal code and a ship-from shipping location type in determining whether 
or not a carrier would support shipping a particular parcel and/or in calculating a 
shipping rate. 

It is respectfully asserted that none of the cited references expressly disclose 
carrie r-specific consideration of both a ship-from postal code and a ship-from shipping 
location type in determining whether or not a carrier would support shipping a particular 
parcel and/or in calculating a shipping rate. 

The Office Action apparently interpreted the claimed default shipping location as 
comprising the shipping user's address. See, e.g., Office Action . Topic No. 3, pgs. 2-3 
(asserting that Nicholls discloses "... origin and destination addresses ... and a default 
location or location type (columns 17 and 18, Table I! ... which ... include zip codes)"). 

Table I! of Nicholls has been cited by the Office Action as disclosing a shipping 
location or shipping location type (see, e.g., Nicholls . Table II, cols. 17 and 18, I/O 
TOKEN titled "SHPNA," described as "name/address"). However, it is respectfully 
submitted that there is no I/O TOKEN in Table II of Nicholls that is described as a 
shipping location type . 
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It is therefore respectfully asserted that the cited art fails to disclose the claimed 
"...said respective user-specific default shipping location comprising a shipping location 
postal code and a corresponding shipping location type ..." as claimed, for example, by 
Claim 16 (emphasis added). 

Accordingly, it is respectfully asserted that the Claims of the present application 
are therefore non-obvious in view of, and patentable over, the cited references. 

The Cited References Fail to Disclose a System Such as Claimed. That 
Could Apply Each Carrier's Shipping Location Rulbs to Each Respective 
Remotely-located User's Shipment of a Parcel. According to That 
Respective Remotely-located User's Default Shipping Location Postal 
Code and Type 

It is respectfully asserted that exemplary embodiments of the claimed limitations 
for providing for user input of the user's shipping location postal code and type, and 
further providing for subsequent association of the shipping location postal code and 
type input data with the user that provided the input would provide a system that could 
apply each carrier's shipping location rules to each respective remotely-located user's 
shipment of a parcel, according to that respective remotely-located user's default 
shipping location postal code and type. 

It is therefore respectfully asserted that the cited art fails to disclose the claimed 
"... respective default shipping location input by the user comprising a respective 
identification of a default shipping location postal code and a corresponding default 
shipping location type from which respective parcels would be shipped by the respective 
particular user ..." (emphasis added) as claimed, for example, by Claim 10. See also, 
e.g., Claims 3 and 17 (claiming similar limitations). 

Accordingly, it is respectfully asserted that Claims 3, 10 and 17 are non-obvious 
in view of, and are therefore patentable over, the cited references. 



Application Serial No. 09/684,871 

Amendment and Response to Office Action dated December 7, 201 0 

The Cited References Fail to Disclose the Particular Shipping Location 
Types Claimed by Amended Claims 2. 3 and 8. 

Further, as compared to an assumption that the user's shipping location 

comprises the user's address, Claims 2, 3 and 8 have been amended to claim various 

default shipping locations types. For example, amended Claim 2 claims: 

said corresponding default shipping location type comprising; an indication of a 
shipping center to which the particular respective user would take a parcel to be 
shipped, an indication of a drop box into which the particular respective user 
would place a parcel to be shipped, a carrier counter to which the particular 
respective user would take a parcel to be shipped, an indication that parcels to 
be shipped would be available for pickup according to a scheduled pickup, or an 
indication that the user would call for pickup from an address associated with the 
particular respective user ... 

It is respectfully asserted that the aforementioned amendments are supported by 
the Specification of the present application. See, e.g., Specification , p. 30, lines 17-24 
(explaining that shipping location type may comprise, by way of illustrative, non-limiting 
example, a shipping center, a drop box, a carrier counter, or a call for pickup);see a/so, 
e.g., Specification , p. 24, lines 10-15 (explaining that shipping location type may also 
comprise, by way of illustrative, non-limiting example, a regular [scheduled] pickup). 

Moreover, it is respectfully asserted that the cited references fail to disclose the 
claimed shipping location types. Accordingly, it is respectfully asserted that Claims 2, 3 
and 8 are non-obvious in view of, and patentable over, the cited references. 



The Cited References Fail to Disclose Providing For A Parcel-Specific 
Shipping Location Input as Claimed by Amended Claims 9 and 15. 

Yet further, Claims 9 and 15 have been amended to provide for a user input of a 
parcel-specific shipping location, that, if input, would override the default shipping 
location for a particular parcel. For example, Claim 9 claims: 



in response to a request by any particular respective user of a plurality of users 
to ship a particular respective parcel, ... said respective user-specific shipping 
location comprising: a respective user-specific default shipping location postal 
code and a corresponding default shipping location type that are associated with 
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the particular respective user, or, if input by the particular respective user, an 
alternative shipping location postal code and corresponding alternative shipping 
location type .... 

Claim 9 (emphasis added). See also, Claim 15 (claiming similar limitations). 

It is respectfully asserted that the cited references fail to disclose the above- 
mentioned claim limitations for providing for a parcel-specific shipping location override. 
Accordingly, it is respectfully asserted that Claims 9 and 15 are non-obvious in view of, 
and patentable over, the cited references. 

Conclusion 

For the above-given reasons and in view of the herewith-made Claim 
amendments, it is respectfully asserted that the Claims of the present application are 
not obvious in view of, and are therefore patentable over, Kara . Nicholls . and 
InterShipper , whether considered alone or in combination. Accordingly, it is respectfully 
asserted that the present application is in condition for allowance and it is therefore 
respectfully requested that the present application be reconsidered and allowed. 
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